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A VOICE 


IN THE WILDERNESS 


. And it may happen that a lonely wanderer, passing thru the 
Pence will hear the voice and will carry it to the people. 
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Free Speech 


“THE community which dares not protect 

its humblest and most hated member in 
the f-ec utterance of his opinions, no matter 
how iai.e and hateful, is only a gang of 
slaves. —VENDELL PHILLIPS. 


UR gevernment is based on the agreement, 
both tacit and implied, that the minority 
shall always have the rights of free speech, 

of free press, and of free agitation, in order to con- 
vert itself if possible from a minority into a ma- 
jority. As soon as these rights of the minority are 
denied, it will inevitably resort to secret meetings, 
conspiracies and finally force. In times of stress, it 
may be extremely embarrassing for the majority 
to be hampered in quick, decisive action by an ob- 
stinate minority; but nevertheless the recognition 
of the right of the minority is our sole bond of 
unity. For this reason, I repeat that any attempt 
to interfere with the rights of free speech and free 


press is a blow at the very foundations of our gov- 
ernment.—PROF. FRANKLIN H. GIDDINGS, of 


Columbia University. 


Liberty means the assurance that every man shall 
be protected in doing what he believes to be his 
duty against the influence of authority and majori- 
ties, opinion and custom—LORD ACTON. 
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The only thing that ever set any man free, the only thing that ever 
set any nation free, is the truth. A man that is afraid of the truth is 
afraid of life. A man who does not love truth is in the way of decay 
and of failure. I have such an inveterate confidence in the ultimate 
triumph of the truth that I feel, with old Dr. Oliver Wendell Holmes, 
that the truth is no invalid and you need not mind how roughly you 
handle her. She has got a splendid constitution and she will survive 
every trial and every labor.— Woodrow Wilson. 


—-- +> 


No, Mr. President, Not Our Moral Support 


Strenuous efforts, both coarse and subtle, are being made 
to swing the radicals into the ranks of the war party. Various 
liberal and semi-liberal papers with somewhat elastic editorial 
consciences have been “induced” to prove the righteousness of 
the war, to give, find or invent reasons “why we are fighting.” 
The President wants the support of the radicals of the country. 
A hopeless wish, a futile endeavor, Mr. President. You will get 
the emotional muddle-heads, you will get a few parlor socialists, 
you will get a few jingoes who thought for a time that they 
were internationalists, you will get a few nondescript liberals 
who expect to get rewarded with a bone thrown from your table. 
But the genuine stalwart humanitarian radicals you will not 
get. To get our moral support you will have to prove to us 
that the war was unavoidable, necessary, and absolutely just. 
You will have to show us in the clearest, most unequivocal lan- 
guage why we are fighting, what we are fighting for, and when 
we will stop fighting. The pretty phrase that we are fighting 
for liberty and democracy does not satisfy us somehow. It does 
not sound convincing, especially in view of the accompaniments 
of the past few weeks. 

No, Mr. President, not our moral support. 
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And what do you want it for? You have all the war ma- 
chinery in your hands, you have unlimited, practically dicta- 
torial power; you can force us to do anything you please, so 
what do you want our moral support for? 

You have forced us to register, you have forced us to be 
drafted, you will force us to go to France, you will force us to 
kill and let ourselves be killed. Should your decision be a mil- 
lion victims, or should you not be satisfied until five million of 
our children are buried in European soil, we could do nothing 
to check you. You represent the force majeure. You possess 
& power so enormous and so ruthless that any resistance would 
be futile, because clearly suicidal. You have the jails, the guns 
and the walls, you can force a hundred million people to do your 
bidding, whether right or wrong, so what do you care for the 
moral support of a few thousand incorruptible, non-vacillating, 
but helpless radicals? Or is it because you fear that these few 
radicals voice the innermost sentiments of the silent millions? 


No, Mr. President, not our moral support. 
Our bodies are yours; but our souls are our own. 


> - 


A Scrap of Paper 


“A scrap of paper” has become one of the great slogans of 
the war. That expression has cest the Germans, and was worth 
to the English, billions of dollars. But would it be treasonable 
to suggest that the Constitution of the United States is being 
treated, by those sworn to uphold it, as a scrap of paper? 

What but a contemptuous, impudent violation of the Con- 
stitution is the action of that miserable tool of plutocracy, Gov- 
ernor Burnquist, and of that equally miserable tool, Governor 
Lowden, in preventing the People’s Council from holding its 
meeting in Minnesota and Illinois? What excuse could there be 
for prohibiting an absolutely legal and peaceable assembly? 
The scoundrel would say that the prohibition of the meeting 
was based upon the possibility of its creating disorder. But 
this is the way any scoundrel can prevent the holding of all 
meetings anywhere. Every meeting, whether in a hall or on 
the street, can be prohibited on that ground—it might perhaps 
possibly lead to some disorder. 

The wretches talk of upholding the Constitution when they 
are violating it every day in the year. The Constitution means 
nothing to the miserable autocrats. When it serves their pur- 
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poses they invoke it. When it is in their way they trample and 
spit upon it. Let us not taunt others with the “scrap of paper” 
business. Let us ourselves not make scraps of paper of our 
Declaration of Independence, of our Federal and State Con- 
stitutions. 
>- + 

No, my friends; these editorials are not written with 

pencil or ink; they are written with my heart’s blood. 


= ea 


The Fetish and the Lie of the Majority 


A friend of mine, who, in his youthful days was a liber- 
tarian and a thinker, but whom the exigencies and vicissitudes 
of life have converted into a nice law-abiding, respectable busi- 
ress man, told me that my opposition to the war was very repre- 
‘ensible. In his opinion, all criticism of the authorities must 
cease—he is one of those who have become more presidential than 
the president—and we must do exactly what we are ordered to 
do without question and without murmur. “Why?” I ventured 
to ask. “Because this is not an autocracy, but a democracy ; 
we are ruled not by a monarch, but by the majority of the peo- 
ple, and the majority having decided that we must join in the 
war, the minority must obey, and all opposition must cease.” 

From its earliest history the human race has been worship- 
ping fetishes. When one fetish was outgrown and destroyed, 
another fetish was created in its place. The king fetish is 
pretty nearly destroyed, but the majority fetish is holding pow- 
erful sway, and it will be the hardest fetish to demolish. For 
there are too many fools who actually believe that the decision 
of the majority is something sacred, almost divine, something 
which must never be disregarded or disobeyed. I cannot see 
why if in an aggregation of 10,000 individuals 5,001 decide 
in a certain manner, the other 4,999 must follow the decision 
like sheep, must offer no protest or resistance, and must not 
use every means in their power to convert at least two indi- 
viduals to their way of thinking, so that they may become the 
majority. 

That the minority is more often apt to be right than the 
majority is a well known truism, and practically everybody ad- 
mits it. Ask anybody what his opinion is as to the relative pro- 
portion in any community of wise, humane, discriminating, and 
judicially thinking people on the one hand, and of ignorant, 


4 A VOICE IN THE WILDERNESS 


stupid, unthinking people on the other, and he will unhesitat- 
ingly answer that the latter by far exceed the former. This 
being so, where is the wisdom of always abiding by the decision 
of the majority? No, it may be advisable for various reasons 
to abide by the decision of the majority, but it cannot be con- 
sidered a moral obligation, a categorical imperative. 


And yet we might be willing to admit the duty of abiding 
by the decision of the majority, if we were sure that the so-called 
majority decision was really a decision reached independently 
by the majority of people. But it is one of the biggest lies of 
the 19th and 20th centuries that republics are ruled by majori- 
ties. Yes, I declare it the biggest of all lies that the majority 
rules in this country. It thinks it does, but as a matter of fact 
it is ruled by a numerically insignificant minority—the minor- 
ity that is in the saddle, the minority that has the power and 
the money, in short, the minority that owns the country. 


Let this minority decide upon a certain course, and by the 
means of a most powerful weapon in its possession—the press— 
it will begin slowly and gradually to prepare the soil, by the 
means of exaggerated, wrongly emphasized, garbled or root- 
false reports and stories, it will begin to instil a subtle poison 
into the minds and hearts of the people, it will spread alarm and 
sow bitter hatred—and very soon the “majority,” which has 
no means of hearing the other side, and which does not 
even know that another side exists, will begin to think and feel 
what the minority wants it to think and feel. And when this 
majority reaches a decision, it thinks that it acts as a free 
agent, that the decision is the free expression of its independ- 
ently arrived opinion—when as a matter of fact it has merely 
registered the desire of the cunning and powerful minority. 


No fair-minded person will deny that what I have just said 
presents the actual state of affairs. This being the case, there 
can be no question of any moral duty to obey the decision of 
the majority. It is necessary to obey it as a matter of policy, 
because it is stronger and can compel obedience, but this of 
course is different from obeying as a moral obligation. 


Those who can look into the future do not doubt that a 
time will come when a minority will be free to disagree with the 
decision of a majority, and to go its own way, act as it con- 
siders best, unforced, unpunished, and unthreatened by the 
stronger majority. [Please do not bring the example of the 
levying and paying of taxes. I am speaking now of big things, 
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of things in which principles are involved, in which a person is 
forced to do violence to his conscience, in which life is at stake. | 

Coming back to this war, I will go farther and say that in 
spite of the subtle toxic endeavors of the press for over two 
years and a half, the people did not want war; not even the 
majority of the people; even on the day of our entry into the 
war only a small minority wanted war. Of course a majority 
in Congress voted for war, but only the simple-minded believe 
that our Representatives in Congress really represent the peo- 
ple. If it be true, as our press wants to make us believe, that 
the entire nation was behind the president and wanted war, why 
were they afraid to have a referendum on the subject, to sub- 
mit the question to the people? Again, if the entire nation 
wanted war, why did not half a million or a million volunteers 
come forward? Why was it necessary in the very beginning to 
introduce the hateful and undemocratic conscription? 

No, verily, verily, we are not ruled by a majority. We 
are ruled by a small minority. We are a democracy in name 
only. In reality we are quite an efficient autocracy. We would 
compare favorably with the autocracy which used to have its 
seat on the Neva and with the one that has its capital on the 
Spree. Only our method of ruling is more subtle; our method 
of applying the whip is a little less crude. But it hurts just 
as badly. 


- + 


The Germans and Others 


I hope my utterance will not be construed as treason- 
able, but I cannot help making the statement—and this in 
spite of the irritation that it will, I know, cause some good 
and honest souls—that the Germans are—human beings. 
Yes, almost entirely human, like you and I. Just as mean 
and just as noble, just as kind and just as cruel, just as 
false and just as truthful, just as stupid and just as wise, 
just as vindictive and just as generous and forgiving, just 
as savage and just as civilized, just as devilish and just as 
saintly, just as hard and just as sentimental, just as black 
and just as white, in short, just as bad and just as good as 
are, let us say, Englishmen, Irishmen, Frenchmen, Italians, 
Scandinavians or even citizens of the United States of 
America. The governments of the various countries differ 
slightly—tho not so much as I thought they did prior to 
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February 3, April 6 and June 5, 1917—some qualities are 
more emphasized in some nations than in others, but taken 
all in all one nation is just as good as another. Of course, 
each nation considers itself the nation, the superior God- 
chosen people, but I have nothing to do with the narrow, 
nationalistic attitude; I am, not in words and in phrases, 
but in the very depths of my soul, an internationalist, a true 
cosmopolitan both in thought and im feeling. There are 
some good people who are intellectually internationalists, but 
emotionally they are narrow nationalists: they can not rid 
themselves of the feeling that after all they belong to a 
superior race. I have not a trace of this feeling and to me 
one nation is really and truly just as good as another. Yes, 
I have equally good friends among the English and—the 
Germans! JIsn’t it terrible? But didn’t I tell you that I 
consider the Germans as belonging to the human race? 

I traveled, lived and studied in Germany, Austria- 
Hungary, France, Italy, England, ete. And speaking of the 
first and last country, I can truthfully say that I found the 
people of Germany simpler, kinder, warmer, more obliging, 
more approachable, more hospitable, more educated and well- 
read, more sentimental, and, yes, more idealistic than the 
people of England. And, nevertheless, I do not say that the 
German race is superior to the English. For the English 
have other sterling qualities which are less marked in the 
Germans. And so things are equalized. As regards whole 
nations the law of compensation generally holds good. 

+ + 


And my heart bleeds just as much at the thought of a 
dying German as it does at the thought of a dying English- 
man, Belgian, Frenchman, Italian or Russian. For Heinrich 
can suffer just as much as Hugh, shrapnel and barbed wire 
can cause as much agony to Hans as to Jean or Tommy, and 
a German mother can weep as bitter tears as can a French 
mother, and the news of her son’s death can crush her heart 
just as cruelly as it can the heart of an English mother. Ah, 
the pity of it, the heartbreaking, maddening pity of it! 


>- + 


But . . . isn’t the Kaiser responsible for all this car- 
nage? Isn’t he the cause of all these horrors? Suppose it 
be so. What have the German people to do with the Kaiser? 
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Are they responsible and do they deserve death because the 
Kaiser and his militaristic clique brought about a disastrous 
war? If half a million or a million of our people lose their 
lives in the European slaughter houses, will they have de- 
served their agonies and their deaths because they were 
plunged into a wholly unnecessary war against their will? 
Did the three million Russians who lost their lives deserve 
their fate because the corrupt, imbecile, Nicholas Romanoff, 
decided to make war upon Germany? When, my friends, will 
you know that the people as a whole have little to do with 
declaring war or concluding peace? When will you know 
that in this respect the people are still like marionettes who 
dance according to the way the strings are pulled? And 
when will you know that in this respect a republic is no 
different from a monarchy, a democracy just the same as 
an absolute autocracy? You don’t know it yet? Don’t feel 
humiliated; you will learn it. I didn’t know it either; but 
I learned it since the third of February of the year 1917. 
And therefore my heart bleeds just as much over the death 
of a German soldier as it does over the death of an Italian, 
French or English soldier. The mothers of all of them weep 
equally bitter tears. 


- + 
We Must Fight to a Finish 


Now, that we are in the war, we must fight it to a 
finish. I have heard this expression from all sorts of people— 
reactionaries, liberals, radicals, socialists who have forgotten 
their socialism, and even people who still class themselves as 
pacifists. We must fight to a finish, WHY? Don’t open 
your eyes in pained astonishment at my question, but do a 
little thinking. Why must we fight to a finish? If one be- 
comes involved in a quarrel which he soon perceives to be 
foolish, useless and uncalled for, must he quarrel to a finish? 
And if two foolish, naughty boys engage in a fight, without 
sense or reason, must they fight until they maim each other, 
or until one—or both of them—are killed? And is any at- 
tempt by an outsider to take the boys apart to be con- 
sidered an act of treason? We are in the war; but does 
that mean that we must not try to end it just as soon as 
possible ? 
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War, Peace and the Next Generation 


We—the decent, honest, humane and far-seeing people— 
want peace, and we want it as quickly as possible. We want 
preferably, with President Wilson, peace without victory, but 
with or without victory, we want peace. There is no such 
thing as a premature peace. A war may be premature, 
almost always is premature, but peace cannot be premature. 
And the eternal curse of history will rest upon those who 
stand in the way of peace. The worst peace is better than 
the best war. ‘No, we must not conclude a premature peace, 
for if we do, our children or grandchildren may be in- 
volved in another war, perhaps even a greater war than 
the present.” Listen to those hypocrites. All at once such 
a deep solicitousness about the next generation! In order 
to save the next generation from a problematic war, we must 
continue the bloody carnage now. In order to save the next 
generation we must slaughter the present generation and 
thus prevent even the very birth of a next generation! Oh, 
ye hypocrites, oh ye blind leaders of cowardly sheep! 


Think it over. In order to save the next generation or 
the generation after next from a possible war, we must keep 
up an actual war now. Even if there were danger of a war in 
the next generation, why is the blood of our present living 
children less precious than the blood of our future unborn 
grandchildren? Answer that. But the principal point is 
this: How do you know, how can you foresee what is going 
to happen to the next generation? How do you know that 
during the next twenty or twenty-five years the spirit of 
international solidarity, general sanity and universal brother- 
hood will not gain ground to such an extent that war will 
become an imposibility? How do you know that? You don’t 
know it, and still you are willing to go on spilling rivers of 
human blood. 

Peace could be had to-morrow—a just, equitable peace— 
but the wretched diplomats and the egoistic statesmen will 
not have it. What will history think of them? 

What would you think of a father who would proceed 
deliberately to chastise, mutilate and murder his children in 
order that his grandchildren might perhaps be saved from 
a possible, but not at all probable, similar fate? 

Think it over. 
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It is not Treason, but Reason—and Truth 


1. It is not treason to say that war, all war, is a mean, 
nasty, ugly, vicious thing. 

2. It is not treason to say that he who is in favor of war 
is the most malignant enemy of the human race. 


3. It is not treason to say that there is no such thing as a 
good war. 


4. It is not treason to say that our participation in the 
war was neither necessary nor justified. 


5. It is not treason to say that we are not fighting a de- 
fensive war. 


6. It is not treason to say that we have never had a real 
casus bells. 


7. It is not treason to say that Germany did not attack our 
honor. 


8. It is not treason to say that England established a 
blockade before Germany did, and that England’s interference 
with our mail and our commerce differed only in method but 
not in essence from the interference by Germany. 


9. It is not treason to say—as The Critic and Guide and 
after it The New Republic did say, and the truth of the state- 
ment is so obvious that a child cannot help seeing it, and only 
a vicious jingo would deny it—that any other country, includ- 
ing the United States, under the same circumstances would act 
in exactly the same way Germany has acted. 


10. It is not treason to say that the way to stop the shed- 
ding of blood is not by shedding more blood, the way to stop war 
is not by making more war. One may be a dreamer for saying 
it, but a dreamer is not a traitor. 


11. It is not treason to say that our good and well-mean- 
ing President was elected under false pretences, for the slogan 
was: “He kept us out of war,” and the understanding was that 
he would continue to keep us out of war. 

12. It is not treason to say that we have lost the most 
glorious opportunity, an opportunity which will never again 
present itself, to act as peacemakers and to prove to the world 
that there are other means of settling disputes than brute force. 


13. It is not treason to say that we want peace, peace, 
peace as soon as possible. 
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14. It is not treason to say that we prefer, in agreement 
with our President, peace without victory, but with or without 
victory, we want peace. 

15. It is not treason to say that it is incongruous to claim 
that we are fighting for liberty and democracy, and at the same 
time to strangle every expression of liberty and every manifesta- 
tion of democracy. 

16. It is not treason to say that breaking up meetings, 
assaulting speakers, imprisoning distributors of harmless cir- 
culars, barring liberal magazines from the mails, etc., are not 
exactly the weapons of a liberal and democratic government. 
They bear a remarkable similarity to the methods used by one 
Nicholas Romanoff and his minions. 

17. It is not treason to say that it is at least inconsistent 
to attempt to speak for the liberals of the world and to alienate 
the liberals of America. 

18. It is not treason to say that if this is “in no sense a 
conscription of the unwilling,” then the attitude towards the 
conscientious objector is extremely vicious and brutal. 


19. It is not treason to say that every act of our officials 
belies the statement of our President that people should have 
the right to choose their way of “‘life and of obedience every- 
where.” 

20. It is not treason to say that we have judges in this 
country as narrow-minded, as ignorant, and as brutal as ever 
disgraced the benches of medieval England or pre-revolutionary 
Russia. 

21. It is not treason to say that it is not sufficient for a 
president to give utterance to liberal and humane sentiments, 
but it is his duty to translate these sentiments into life and to 
see to it that they are acted upon by all official strata—from 
the highest to the lowest. 

22. It is not treason to say that our allies, particularly 
the English, have not been truthful in their reports of the war. 
They have minimized their defeats, magnified their victories, 
magnified the defeats and minimized the victories of the 
Central Powers, and have thus misled the American nation as to 
the actual state of affairs. They have been also untruthful in 
reference to the internal conditions of the enemy. 

23. It is not treason to say that the Allies’ behavior in 
Greece differed only in degree—and in slight degree at that— 
but not in kind, from the behavior of the Germans in Belgium. 
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24. It is not treason to say that if freedom of speech and 
of press is ever necessary, it is in time of war. It is even more 
indispensable then than it is in times of peace. 

25. It is not treason to say that the English censorship was 
extremely stupid, clumsy and brutal and it cost the English tens 
of thousands of lives. Freedom to criticize men and measures, 
unfit men and unsafe measures, might have saved the nation the 
Gallipoli disasters, etc., and tens of thousands of young men 
whose corpses are disintegrating, might now be alive. 

26. It is not treason to say that we have no moral right 
to shed the blood of our children on foreign soil in order to 
settle some territorial questions, or even in order to save an 
equal number of French or English children. Martyrdom 
should always be voluntary—it must never be forced. 

27. It is not treason to say that it is rather a matter of 
indifference to us as to who has ultimate control of some South 
African colonies or of Bagdad, and that it is very cruel to 
murder our children in order to have them controlled by the 
British instead of by the Germans. 

28. It is not treason to say that if the nation as a whole 
was behind the President and wanted to fight, then conscription 
was unnecessary, while if the nation as a whole did not want war 
then conscription was immoral, autocratic and tyrannous. 

29. It is not treason to say that because one has got into 
a fight, one need not necessarily fight to a finish. If the fight 
is perceived to be unnecessary or unjust or unreasonable, the 
sooner one gets out of if the better. 

30. It is not treason to say that the people have a right 
to mistrust the authorities, the powers that be. In Germany, in 
England, in France, in Russia, in Rumania, etc., the people 
left everything in the hands of those higher up—and sce what 
a horrible bloody mess they have led their peoples into! No, 
it is time for the people to take things into their own hands. 
Neither the authorities high up nor the hoodlums and the black 
hundreds way down are safe guardians of the people’s destinies. 

31. It is not treason to say that the attempt to besmirch 
a whole nation is as stupid as it is dishonest, and I will go even 
further and say, that the German nation as a whole is as good 
as we are, that I pity a German soldier in his dying agony as 
much as I do a French, an English or a Russian soldier, and 
that I pity a German mother as much as I do a mother of any 
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other nation, for a German mother has as tender a heart and 
can weep as bitter tears over her dead son as can any Allied 
or any American mother. 

82. It is not treason to say that two of the unfairest, most 
autocratic and most backward governments in the world— 
Japan and Rumania—are among our allies, all fighting of 
course for liberty and democracy. 

33. It is not treason to say that Russia was under no moral 
obligation whatever to continue the war for even an hour after 
she had overthrown the Romanoff dynasty. Having no desire 
for conquests or territory she was not obliged to follow in the 
footsteps and to pursue the policies’of the infamous old regime. 

34. It is not treason to say that the true pacifist is the 
only true patriot, that a strong pacifist party here would do 
more to strengthen the pacifist democratic party in Germany 
than a dozen allied victories in the field. 

35. It is not treason to say that only a feeble-minded in- 
fant can still believe that this war will be decided on the battle- 
field. This war will be decided by clear-sighted, humane states- 
manship, and the sooner the way is cleared for the statesman 
the better for humanity. 

36. It is not treason to say that in our opinion the Presi- 
dent has been misled by narrow-minded, narrow-souled and per- 
haps even selfish counsellors, and that we hope that the time is 
not far distant when he will perceive the error of his ways. 

37. It is not treason to tell the deeply-felt truth as a true 
patriot and intelligent citizen of the world feels it. It is not 
treason to offer patriotic and what one considers intelligent 
criticism in times of a national and international crisis. 

38. I feel and know that in all I have said there is not a 
particle of treasonable utterance, not an ion of treasonable 
sentiment. I love this country and I love humanity too much 
ever to be capable of anything, either in sentiment or in utter- 
ance, resembling treason. 

39. No, this is not treason. 

40. But if it be treason, gentlemen, make the most of it. 


Wrii1am J. Rosinson, M.D. 


12 Mount Morris Park W., 
New York, N. Y., U. S. A. 
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The Myth 


No so-called civilized nation, with the exception perhaps 
of Japan, could now engage in an aggressive war openly and 
frankly waged for the sake of conquest. So a myth must be 
created. The simplest myth is that the war is a purely de- 
fensive one, that it was forced upon us by the aggressor, and 
that of course we must defend our homes, our wives and chil- 
dren. When such a myth would be too transparent, too 
palpably untrue, we say that we must crush the enemy, for if 
we don’t, he will crush us in ten or twenty years. But if it is 
seen that the nation is apathetic, that it does not like the idea 
of postively murdering its present children in order to guard 
against the problematical danger which may threaten their 
grandchildren, then we create another myth or myths: We 
must be altruistic, we must protect the small nations, we must 
guard the sanctity of treaties, we must fight for lberty, we 
must make the world safe for democracy. 

And tho every action of the nation waging such a war 
shows that every one of its professions is a hollow and shameful 
pretence, tho it crushes liberty and strangles democracy in a 
more ruthless manner than ever was done by the “autocracy” 
which it is fighting, nevertheless the mob, the boobs and the 
dubbs, swallow the myth and succeed in working themselves up 
into some sort of enthusiasm. This is understandable. The 
mob seldom reasons, seldom analyzes, takes the “facts” and 
arguments of its favorite newspaper for granted, and not know- 
ing even that there may be another side to the question, is sure 
of the correctness of its position. 


But that the intellectual radicals and libertarians should 
have swallowed all the myths and have made common cause with 
the rowdies, hoodlums and journalistic hirelings, is a tragedy. 
A real tragedy. The worst tragedy of the war. But have we 
ever had a large class of intellectual radicals? We have had 
a number of emotionalists, of parlor socialists, of people who 
dilly-dallied with radicalism and browsed now and then on 
modern thought, but of genuine radicals, of people with a 
scientific or logical grounding, who were not taken in by pretty 
phrases, but who demanded to go to the root of things, of such 
we always had very few. And these few have not swallowed the 
myth and have remained true to their ideals, the dearest of which 
to them is the ideal of human brotherhood, of universal love. 
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Retire and Don’t Do Anything 


I have just had a letter from a very dear friend, much 
older than myself—oh, almost twice as old—in which he advises 
me not to write anything that might endanger my liberty or 
that might cause me even trouble or annoyance. When a con- 
dition of major hysteria, of general madness attacks a nation, 
it is useless to try to do anything, he says. The only thing for 
the sane people to do is to retire to their inner shrines and wait 
until the attack of hysteria has spent itself. May be my friend 
is right. He has lived longer than I have. But everybody 
should do, must do, what his conscience commands him to do. 
But there is another point to be taken into consideration. If 
the hysteria were really general, if I were convinced that our 
nation as a whole wanted this war, I might do nothing. I 
might say nothing. It is useless for one individual or for a 
thousand to go against one hundred million. I never believed 
in consciously hopeless Donquioxotism. But I do not believe 
that the war-madness is universal. Quite the contrary. I be- 
lieve, I am convinced, that the nation as a whole did not want, 
does not want the war. I am convinced of this from conversa- 
tions with people of all sorts and conditions. I am convinced 
of this by the need of conscription. I am convinced of this by 
the way the liberty bonds were bought (yes, I know how they 
were bought). I am convinced of this by the way the people 
met registration day. I am convinced of this by the percentage 
of exemption claims—McAdoo had to admit that the enormous 
number of claims for exemption is “disheartening,” and I am 
convinced of this by the daily actions of those who dragged us 
into the war, by their brutal suppression of free speech, free 
press and free assembly, by their ruthless treatment of every- 
body disapproving of the war. If this were a popular war, de- 
sired by and not forced upon the nation, the powers that be 
would not be in such a panic and would not have to have recourse 
to such Romanoff methods. No, I believe that not more than five, 
surely not more than ten, per cent. of the people wanted the 
war. And while those ten per cent. include some very sincere, 
very intelligent and very lovable but, of course, misguided 
people, they also contain, we must remember, the most viciously 
anti-social, most reactionary, most selfish and most brutal ele- 
ments in the country. Unfortunately those ten per cent. are 
the ten per cent. with the power, the influence, the money, the 
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press. The ninety per cent. who do not want the war are un- 
organized, inarticulate, practically voiceless. And we have a 
right to give voice to the aspirations, the hopes, the ideas of this 
vast majority. We not only have a right—we would fail in our 
duty if we did not do it. Let the consequences take care of 
themselves. 

-_ 


The New York Times 


If you know any daily paper that is meaner, viler, more 
contemptible, more unfair than The New York Times, I should 
be interested to know its name. I do not say that there aren’t 
any such, but The New York Times is the only paper I read 
and I cannot imagine any lower or viler. 

While always a plutocratic and reactionary paper, it used 
to possess a sense of fairness, of decency. Every trace of it is 
gone. In its treatment of the People’s Council, it branded 
itself a common liar, a common hoodlum. It excelled in yellow- 
ness the yellowest of our newspapers. 

The Times once possessed decent characteristics. Its stand 
on science and medicine was always correct, and I had more than 
one occasion to praise it both in public and in private. But 
that’s what war hysteria and blood madness does to the best of 
our newspapers. It destroys them both mentally and morally. 


oo 


A Bold and “Conceited” Statement 


What I am going to say may sound bold and what people 
call conceited. Nevertheless I am so sure of my ground, that I 
make the statement without any hesitation. Just as in the 
birth-control propaganda I was absolutely certain of my 
ground and knew that I could defeat any opponent, not leaving 
him any leg to stand on and forcing him to admit that he had 
no answer to the arguments of my side, so on the war question, 
I would wager that I could within the space of one hour con- 
vince any war partisan, including the most muddle-headed ex- 
radical, ex-socialist and ex-anarchist, of the correctness of my 
position and of the falsity of his own. I would show him that 
his premises were wrong, his facts were not facts but fiction, his 
conclusions false and his remedy both vicious and ineffective. 
Within one hour I would agree to remove every inch of ground 
from under him and leave him floundering in the air. And if he 
had any honesty left in him, he would admit publicly that he had 
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been led by the nose, that he had been fed on outrageous lies; 
he would repent publicly and ask absolution for his chauvinistic 
and militaristic sins. 

We must remember that the war partisans have us at a 
disadvantage—they can say anything they want. We can not 
present all our facts and all our arguments—some post office 
genius might consider them treasonable. But in a heart to 
heart talk, within the four walls of a private house, I have no 
doubt that I would carry off the victory over any war patriot— 
over Mr. Woodrow Wilson himself. 

But now comes the question: do our hysterical super- 
patriots and ex-humanitarians really want to know the truth, 
or do they prefer to remain in their condition of emotional dis- 


equilibrium? 
+o + 


The Supporters and Opponents of the War—the 
Difference 


It is true that some very fine people are in favor of our 
participation in the war. But it is also true that the very 
worst anti-social elements, all the anti-social elements, the very 
worst anti-social and reactionary newspapers are in favor of 
the war. When I say anti-social, I mean elements that you 
yourselves, ex-radicals and ex-socialists, always considered anti- 
social and vicious. While among those who are opposed to the 
war, who are in favor of terminating it just as quickly as 
possible, there are no anti-social, no reactionary elements. We 
may be in the wrong, but you cannot show that we have in our 
ranks ruffians and rowdies, Junkers and bureaucrats, Com- 
stocks and Judge Jeffries, enemies of the people and tramplers 
upon human rights, upholders of everything dark, vicious and 
reactionary. 

In other words, among the supporters of the war are some 
very good, liberal-minded and humane people and all the bad, 
reactionary, cruel, vicious and anti-social elements; among the 
opponents of the war are only the good, liberal-minded and 
humanitarian elements. These are facts which none can deny. 
Our ex-liberty champions and ex-socialists are a bit ashamed of 
their present company. They feel the need of apologizing. 
They say the companionship is only temporary; only for the 
duration of the war. After the war is over, they will get im- 
mediately divorced. But we have nothing to be ashamed of, 
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we have nothing to apologize for, we have no strange bed- 
fellows at the proximity of whom before the war we would have 
shuddered. 

We have remained true to our ideals. The soft-heads and 
hysterics have shattered theirs and have flopped over to the 
enemy. Naturally they must find themselves in strange com- 
pany. 

—¢ -e 

No, we do not find ourselves defending in 1917 everything 
that we considered mean, damnable, vicious and anti-social in 
1914. And we do not trample in 1917 upon everything we held 
dear and sacred and noble in 1914. 


SS 
Another Difference 


They tell us that our former humanitarian friends who are 
now war-mad are just as sincere as we are. Perhaps. But 
here is the difference. We would not suppress them—they 
would suppress us. We do not act the part of informers and 
characterize every expression of theirs as treasonable—they do. 
We do not go to landlords from whom they hired halls for 
the halls to us—they do. In short, while they may be as sincere 
meetings, threaten them and bully them, and make them give 
as we are, they use the methods which the worst tyrants 
thruout the ages have used for the suppression of freedom 
and human rights. They may be sincere, but their methods 
are the methods of scoundrels, of rowdies, of the Spanish 
inquisition, of the Russian Romanoffs. 


~_- + 


Yes, there is something rotten in a cause which fears to 
give its opponents an equal opportunity in the intellectual 
arena. And they know it. If not in their conscious—in their 
sub-conscious self. And it is they, not we, who feel uncomfort- 


able. 


~~ + 


We Will Go Ahead in Spite Of ———— 


In spite of the blackguards, in spite of the bloodthirsty 
hounds who fear they are going to be cheated out of their 
prey, in spite of the “shoot them at sunrise” patriots, in spite 
of insane renegades of the Charles Edward Russell type, who 
would like to strangle everybody who dares mention peace, in 
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spite of the threats of our newly organized black hundreds, we 
are going to work for peace, to clamor for peace, and we are 
going to demand to be told just what we are fighting for. We 
know that the right is on our side, and we are going to work 
for the cause of humanity and international solidarity regard- 
less of consequences. We know we are right and we will go 
ahead. 
-e— -e 
Who Wanted and Wants the War? 

Did the munition makers want the war or did they not? 
They did. 

Did the Morgan and Rockefeller crowd want the war or 
did they not? They did. 

Did the Army and Navy League and our other militarists 
want the war or did they not? They did. 

Did all the reactionaries and obscurantists, all haters of 
liberal thought and of reform want the war or did they not? 
They did. 

Did all the oppressors of the workers and labor haters 
want the war or did they not? They did. 

Did the meanest and vilest and most vicious newspapers in 
the country, those that always sneered at liberal ideas, ridiculed 
human brotherhood, demanded the crushing of all higher aspi- 
rations and clamored for the imprisonment of all reformers, did 
they want the war or did they not? They did. 

This being so, should not our liberals and radicals have 
looked a little deeper into the matter, shouldn’t they have asked 
themselves if there wasn’t a nigger in the woodpile, shouldn’t 
they have refused to join hands with the country’s most vicious 
elements before they had a good opportunity to investigate all 
sides? No. They went like lambs to the slaughter. 

~~ + 


Three Words 


Three words will roll with exceeding frequency from the 
tongues of superpatriots during the next few months—treason, 
sedition, pro-German. Our editors should order rubber-stamps 
for those words. 

——— 

It would be funny if it were not so tragic to see Lyman 
Abbott, that amiable, peace-loving senex, that gentle disciple of 
Christ, suddenly metamorphosed into a savage, seeing sedition 
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and treason in the mildest and most innocent criticism, thirsting 
for the blood of every peace advocate, clamoring for prison 
walls for every conscientious objector. Yes, it is terrible the 
way war turns men into beasts, with apologies to the beasts. 


+ -o 
The German Language 


Some imbeciles go so far in their vacuous stupidity as to 
refuse to study or to read German. And so we will have to give 
up Goethe, Schiller and Heine. Oh, if the latter could be re- 
suscitated for an hour, just to permit him to write a satire on 
our boundless stupidity! Of course, we must give up looking at 
German pictures, listening to German music, or witnessing Ger- 
man plays. Oh, patriotism, how many inanities are com- 
mitted in thy name! Yes, we must also give up German dis- 
coveries in medicine and chemistry. 


+- + 


The German-Americans and non-naturalized Germans liv- 
ing here are having a very bitter, a very miserable time of it. 
And he who goes out of his way to make their life more bitter, 
more miserable, is a mean, contemptible coward. 


++ 


It is easy to insult a defenceless person whom you have at 
a disadvantage, but it takes_a cowardly hoodlum to do it. 


oo + 
Yes, I have always been, and always shall be, for the under- 
dog. 
=e. -e- 
I did not think that I would ever live to see the day in this 
country when the mere desire for peace, the mere praying for 


peace, or discussing peace would be considered or interpreted 
as treason. 
+--+ 


The Socialist Party of America 


The Socialist Party of this country has demonstrated thai 
it possesses real wisdom, real courage, genuine moral stamina. 
It is the duty of every true lover of liberty to join the party 
and to support it to the very utmost. In a great crisis it has 


not crawled on its belly, it has not acted the coward and the 
lickspittle. 
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A Prediction About Our Blind-struck Radicals 


I predict that the time is not far distant when many good 
people—socialists, free-thinkers, single taxers, and radicals in 
general—will cover their faces in shame for the part they have 
played in the present crisis. They will feel ashamed, not for 
the immorality of their action, for having believed as they did 
they could not act otherwise, but for their ignorance, for hay- 
ing permitted themselves to be led by the nose, for having be- 
lieved stupid falsehoods, in short for having permitted them- 
selves to be taken in by the cunning reactionaries. They will 
feel ashamed for their unexampled gullibility. And I believe 
that many former socialists will repent publicly and will ask to 
be taken back into the fold of the party. This is my prediction. 


oe oe 


I fully understand the psychology of the radical who ap- 
proves of the war and its concomitant brutalities and makes 
common cause with our autocracy in order to defeat autocracy 
in Europe. We can forgive him, and if he perceives the error 
of his way and asks to be taken back, he should be taken back. 
But he who calls any dissenter a traitor, and goes even so far 
as to act the part of spy and informer, should never be taken 
back, should never be readmitted into the ranks of a decent 
society or party. For such a man has proved that he is es- 


sentially a scoundrel. 
+ + 


No Time for Cowards or Extremists 


This is no time for cowards and slinkers. Nor is it the 
time for extremists advocating illegal measures. To advocate 
illegal measures or resistance is simply to play into the hands 
of the autocrats. They are stronger than you, they will crush 
you ruthlessly ; and it is a question if your martyrdom will even 
be of any benefit to the cause. No, this is the time for 
courageous people to come forward, join hands and do every- 
thing possible within legal bounds. If you are acting within 
your constitutional rights, even the worst autocrat will not 
dare to be too arrogant, too brutal in his persecution of you, 
and you will be able to accomplish more for the cause of liberty 
and humanity. 

> + 

The militarists everywhere are the enemies of the human 

race. 
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The Eulogists of the Czar 


You remember the eulogistic panegyrics of Czar Nicholas 
that appeared in the English and French papers and maga- 
zines a year or two ago? He was pictured as an idealist(!), a 
dreamer, a lover of humanity, in reality a democrat(!), and of 
course deeply and passionately beloved by all the people of 
Russia. I wonder how the prostitutes responsible for those 
articles feel now? Yes, Nicholas was a wonderful man, and 
from the time war was declared until he was overthrown not a 
derogatory word about him could appear in either the English 
or French papers. Who could compute the sins of omission and 
of commission of that fine war institution—the censorship? 


~~ + 


Those who say that the man who hates war and yearns for 
peace is disloyal or pro-German, are ignorant or deliberate 
liars and moral skunks. 


- + 


Join the People’s Council of America, Prof. David Starr 
Jordan, treasurer; address, 2 West Thirteenth street, New 
York. 


~~ + 


All honor to the few United States Senators who still call 
their souls their own and who dare to resist the encroachments of 


our growing autocracy. 
- + 


A socialist speaker at 125th street and Seventh avenue 
said he was not so sure that we were fighting for liberty and 
democracy. At which remark a uniformed soldier jumped on 
the platform and knocked the speaker down. Which was of 
course incontrovertible proof that we are fighting for hberty 
and democracy. 

a 


Progress—Backward 


We are making remarkable progress. We have already, 
I understand, quite a nice spy system, and now the people’s mail 
is beginning to be tampered with. Fine! We are rapidly ac- 
quiring everything that Russia has discarded. It will probably 
not be very long before we will have a fully developed “Third 
Division.” Verily, verily, we are fighting for liberty and 
democracy. 
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Yes, peace is everybody’s business. He who says that it is 
“dangerous” to discuss peace is a fool and a traitor. Peace is 
never dangerous—never dangerous to enjoy or to discuss. War 


is always dangerous. 
- + 


Again I say: You have seen what our diplomats have 
done to us, what they have led us into. 

The autocrat at the top, the hoodlum at the bottom— 
they are the millstones that grind the bones of the liberty- 


loving citizens. 
=e 6 


The only true Patriot is the pacifist. 
- + 


The Draft Law 


You may be sure we are not going to give any aid or com- 
fort to the enemy. Much as we dislike American autocracy, 
we dislike Prussian autocracy still more. Nor will we say 
anything treasonable. But all that is within our legal, con- 
stitutional right to say, we shall say. 

— 


For instance, it is illegal to advise resistance to the draft; 
but it is not illegal to work for the repeal of the draft law. 


+ + 


I may detest and despise conscription, I may consider it 
mmoral, unconstitutional and unbecoming a free country, but 
under no circumstances would I advise any resistance to it. 
Everything else aside, it would be extremely wicked; it would 
be like advising one to throw himself under the wheels of a 
merciless and soulless juggernaut. But to criticize the wisdom 
or morality of conscription is neither treasonable nor illegal. 


=o ne 
What One Should Do In This War 


Each one should follow the dictates of his conscience. If 
you think the war is right and just and necessary you should 
say so; you should join the army, and should persuade (per- 
suade, not force or bully) others to join and should work for 
its success. If you think the war is unjust and unnecessary, you 
should say so. If you cannot make up your mind—and there 
are many such—as to the justice or injustice, necessity or need- 
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lessness of our participation in the war, you should remain 
silent—and passive. But under no circumstances has one per- 
son the right to force his opinions upon another, or to prevent 
another from giving expression to his opinions. Free speech 
is now more necessary than ever. 


- + 
Your Country is at War! Are You Going to Help It? 


Of course, I am. With every fiber of my soul and body, 
and with every dollar at my command. And I am going to 
help it in the best way it can be helped: by trying to get it out 
of the war as quickly as possible. 

When two men are engaged in a vicious fight, the onlooker 
who eggs them on against each other, who encourages them to 
persist hitting and maiming each other, is not a decent man. 
He is a brute or a scoundrel. The man who tries to take them 
apart, who begs them to desist, is a decent, humane, kind- 
hearted man. And the same holds true, only a million times 
more so, when two nations fight. The men who try to prolong 
and to intensify the struggle, the men who sow hatred and in- 
vent atrocities in order to enrage each nation against the other, 
are brutes and scoundrels. The men who try to moderate the 
fury of the combatants, the men who advise and talk peace, 
are the decent, humane men—the true patriots. 


> + 


Samuel Gompers 


While I am a hard-working man, I am not a working- 
man, and I am not personally familiar with the leaders of the 
labor movement, their mental and moral standards. From 
what I read about Samuel Gompers, I took him to be a narrow- 
minded and somewhat reactionary man, but I considered him 
sincere and honest, and faithful to the interests of labor. I 
must revise my opinion. From what I have read about him 
during the past month, he is neither sincere nor faithful to the 
interests of labor. And I am not judging him by what the 
socialists and ultra-radical publications say; I am judging him 
by his own statements, and by what I read about him in such 
conservative publications as The New Republic and The Public. 

As I said many times, a man may have his own opinion 
about the war. But when he at once accuses people entertain- 
ing different opinions as actuated by pro-German sentiments or 
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by German gold, then he shows himself a dishonest, conscience- 
less adversary. When Mr. Gompers says that the People’s 
Council and the Workers’ Council are pro-Kaiser and un- 
American, he brands himself a contemptible, deliberate liar. 
Mr. Gompers seems to care now much more for the favors of the 
plutocrats than for the interests of the workingmen on whose 
money he lives. Mr. Samuel Gompers should be kicked out 
from the ranks of labor. 


+ + 


Whom the Gods Would Destroy They First Make 
Reactionary 


I suggested to a friend this morning that he read a certain 
article in the August Masses. No, he didn’t want to read it. 
He didn’t care to read The Masses. And this friend once 
called himself a philosophical anarchist, was very bitter against 
any press censorship, against Comstockianism, etc. Now he has 
become a howling jingo—which is all right. But what isn’t 
all right is that he even refuses to listen to the other side. He 
refuses even to admit that there is another side. In other words 
he has assumed all the characteristics of a life-long reactionary, 
of an impatient, unintellectual obscurantist. 

And here we have again the difference between the true 
liberal and the reactionary. I am as sure of the correctness 
of my views on the war as oné can be sure of anything. And 
still I am anxious to read the other side. I am hunting for 
their arguments. If my attitude is wrong I want to be set 
right. I should be only too glad if I could become convinced of 
the justice and the necessity of our participation in the war. 
But the reactionary? No. To him there is but one side, and 
he himself won’t read the other side and won’t let anybody else 
read it or give expression to it. 

Never, never would I have believed that rational people 
could so suddenly suffer such complete mental breakdown. 


- + 
My Family and the War 


I am glad that in my attitude towards the war I have the 
full support of my family—my wife, my four children, brother, 
sister, etc. When you espouse an unpopular cause, it is a great 
comfort to know that while the whole world may be against you, 
at least your own immediate family is with you. And they are 
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opposed to the war, not because I am. Not at all. I have en- 
couraged them to do their own thinking, and while it is not 
frequently the case, still occasionally they do hold opinions 
quite contrary to my own. But whether thru inheritance or 
from long association with me, they have learned to think 
logically and to feel humanely. And both by reason and the 
emotions they have reached the conclusion that the whole world, 
including the Allies, would have been better off if we kept out 
of the war. 


Yes, I am very pleased at the fact that all the members of 
my family are as one with me in my attitude towards the war. 
If they were not it would be very painful to me; I would feel 
grieved—but it would make no difference in my work. I would 
go on just the same in my propaganda of enlightenment, of 
eradicating hatred, of attacking hoodlumism in high and low 
places. I would have established A Vorce in THE WILDERNESS 
just the same. There are times when the cause of humanity 
takes precedence over all other considerations ; even above those 
of wife and children. 


And if not fifty per cent., but one hundred per cent. of 
our radicals, liberals, free-thinkers, socialists and philosophical 
anarchists had lost their sanity, if every one of my former 
friends became a shouting maniacal jingo and a traitor to the 
cause of humanity, that would have made no difference. When 
I am sure that I am right, when I know that I am on solid 
ground, when I have the facts and the arguments, when I know 
the answer to every possible objection—then I go ahead, re- 
gardless of consequences, regardless of the slenderness and 
paucity of the support. 

And I repeat that the time is not far distant before most 
of the good people who have been stricken with blindness will 
recover their sight. And then they will cover their faces in 
grief, if not in shame. 


>- + 


An Early Peace 


When anybody expresses a desire for an early peace, he is 
accused of being pro-German. When it is shown that the man 
couldn’t possibly be pro-German, for he was always a revolu- 
tionary, always hated and opposed Prussian junkerism, always 
attacked the Kaiser, then the hirelings turn around and say: 
“Well, he may not be pro-German; but he is anti-American.” 
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I wish the scoundrels and press hirelings would explain in what 
way can an early peace possibly injure America. It is possible 
—tho very questionable, and some claim just the contrary— 
that an early peace may favor Germany, but how can an early 
peace possibly injure America? How, how, how? And if not, 
then why is a man praying for early peace anti-American? 
Explain, you liars and hypocrites. 


> + 


Yes, the war has shown up a lot of worthies. People who 
seemed decent and humane have shown themselves to be blood- 
thirsty, reactionary hoodlums. And people who used to call 
themselves libertarians have shown themselves to be nothing 
but common gangsters. ‘“Crucify him, crucify him,” this is 
their cry against anybody who dares to differ from them. 


~~ + 


Not Permitted to Climb Out 


It is bad enough that we were dragged into the war, but 
now the war-mad maniacs will not let us even make the attempt 
to drag ourselves out. Every mention of peace, even the ex- 
pression of a desire for peace, is considered treasonable. 


+o 


Hysterical Blindness 


Not all who wanted war and insist upon its continuance 
are vicious; but that all the vicious and anti-social elements of 
the country wanted war and insist upon its continuance is so 
patent a fact that nobody dares deny it. The emotional super- 
patriots regret the fact, but they don’t deny it. This circum- 
stance should have made our liberals suspicious and circumspect, 
but it didn’t. An attack of hysteria often renders a person com- 
pletely blind. Yes, hysterical blindness is a well-known phenom- 
enon in medicine. And just as suddenly as the attack of blind- 
ness comes on, so suddenly it often disappears. 


>- + 


I do not know whether drafting people for war on foreign 
soil is constitutional or not. I do not know whether refusing to 
bear arms is legal or not. But I do know that anybody who says 
that criticizing conscription is illegal, is a liar; and anybody 
who says that agitating for the repeal of the draft law is 
treasonable, is both a liar and a scoundrel. 


A VOICE IN THE WILDERNESS 27 


Why do people get so angry when we refer to war as mur- 
der? What then is it—love-making? Isn’t killing people mur- 
der? Or is it just an act of philanthropy, by which a man is 
relieved from all future pain and worry? 


> + 


Our Dear Newspapers 


Our newspapers have shed crocodile’s tears over the fact 
that Liebknecht was sentenced to four years in prison for his 
defiance of Prussian militarism. How are people treated here 
who dare to assert their opposition to the war? We venture to 
say that if one thousand or ten thousand draft resisters were 
stood up against a wall and shot of an early morning our dear 
newspapers would not have a word to say in criticism. “Served 
them right,” would be the universal comment. 


The Charles Edward Russells—Fools or Knaves? 


When one reads the statements and interviews—in the re- 
actionary papers, of course—of such men as Charles Edward 
Russell, ex-socialist, it is hard to decide with whom we have to 
deal—with fools or knaves. When one reads the nauseating 
rot, the parrotic stuff, that we have no selfish motive in this 
war, that England and we will fight until autocracy has been 
crushed and the world has been made safe for democracy, we 
are ready to say: Fool; ignorant, superficial fool, who can 
not see what is going on before his very nose. Yes, we would 
like to let it go at that, because it is the most charitable ex- 
planation. A man is not responsible for being a fool. But 
when we read further that everybody who talks or desires peace 
is a traitor, who should have the attention of the nearest federal 
attorney, that everybody who is opposed to the war should be 
imprisoned, then the explanation of simple foolishness no longer 
suffices. It is hard to refrain from thinking that such a man 
is both a fool and a knave; a dishonest, brutal reactionary. 
And one can’t help believing that such a man’s socialism or 
liberalism was but a superficial, yery thin veneer. That he 
really belongs to the Inquisition. 


> + 


The perspective of our ideals the President has already 
set. ‘The moment has come when he may help on their valida- 
tion.—The New Republic, August 25. 
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Oh, What Liars! 


Oh, those funny liars. Up to about a month ago we were 
told that the casualties on all fronts were something frightful. 
That never before in the history of the world was there ever 
such a horrible death harvest. And the information came from 
English and French sources. But now that we are about to 
send our own children to be murdered, we are being told that it 
was all a mistake; that the casualties were trifling, that the war 
is not at all so terrible, that it rather resembles a little picnic, 
a jollification. As to the former reports—why they were noth- 
ing but German propaganda, in order to frighten us, to keep 
us out of the war. Oh, what funny, contemptible liars. 


- + 
Another Incomprehensible Lunacy 


Another lunacy of our war partizans, a lunacy which is to 
me utterly incomprehensible, is the fear that the talk of peace, 
the desire for peace would in some way make it harder for our 
boys in France. Several people have written to me to this 
effect. They have sons at the front, and they therefore resent 
any anti-war propaganda, any demands for statement of peace 
terms, any criticism of the brutalities, of the breaking up of 
peace meetings at home. Can you understand their logic? I 
can’t. It seems to me that if I had sons at the front, I would 
work with every fibre of my soul for as early a peace as possible. 
When are the chances of the son being killed greater—when the 
war lasts six months or six years? And aren’t they who prate 
about a ruthless war, a war to a finish the real murderers of 
their own children,—and of the children of others? War ren- 
ders people insane—and that’s all there is to it. 


- + 
A Question That Should Be Answered 


Again and again the question must be asked: If the nation 
as a whole is for the war and is willing to fight, why the brutal 
treatment of the few dissenters? What harm can they do? If 
their number is so insignificant, why not disregard them? If, 
on the other hand, the nation as a whole is against the war, what 
right did we have to force it into it? Isn’t this the real truth of 
the matter, that the nation as a whole is opposed to the war 
and that the powers that be are afraid to have this opposition 
become articulate? 
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“When A Nation Is In Mortal Danger” 


‘When a nation is in mortal danger,” “when a nation is fight- 
ing for its life,” “when a nation is engaged in a death grapple 
with a ruthless enemy,” etc., ete.—so the damn phool begins his 
sentence and then proceeds “there is no time for free speech, for 
carping criticism,” etc. He starts with a lie and then proceeds 
to justify the worst brutalities of the war. That the nation is 
not in mortal danger (never was and never would be), that the 
nation is not fighting for its life, that it is not engaged in a 
death grapple—these things bother him not. He has made up 
his “mind,” and it is emotionally impossible for him to listen to 


any arguments. 
- + 


Birth Control and War 


The capacity of the human mind for muddle-headedness 
is infinite. It is incredible, but it is true, that there are people 
who ardently believe in war, in “war to a finish even if it takes 
twenty years,” and who speak of birth-control as murder. 
Those cruel imbeciles are left perfectly cool when they hear of 
the deaths of five or ten thousand healthy young men, but they 
get into convulsions when we say that a couple earning seven- 
teen dollars a week should not have more than seven children. 
No, they want no limit to the number of children—among 
others, especially the poor. Themselves they take good care not 
to have more than they can comfortably provide for, or more 
than it is the wife’s desire or caprice to have. Oh, this world 
has some fine thinkers and fine moralists. 


A Hall of Infamy 


This war will have its Hall of Fame. It will also have its 
Hall of Infamy. Among the first candidates for the latter I 
suggest the names of William English Walling and Charles 
Edward Russell. The first has shown himself qualified for the 
position of leader of the black hundreds; the second might be 
made official hangman, as he expressed a desire to take by the 
throats and strangle everybody and anybody who dares men- 
tion the word Peace. 

We might also establish a Hall of Fools or Dunces, and the 
first name I have to propose is that of Cleveland Moffett. 

Other names of candidates for the above two Halls may be 
suggested by our readers. 
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The Criminals Don’t Want Peace 


If by a pacifist is meant a man who desires a speedy, a just 
and a permanent peace, then everyone is a pacifist who is not a 
criminal. So says Lord Buckmaster. 

But evidently there are many criminals in this as in all 
other countries. There are thousands and thousands of people 
in this country who, if they were given to-morrow a just and 
permanent peace, would reject it. They simply do not want 
the war to end before “we have had a hand in it.” They think 
it would make us look cheap. They will not be satisfied until 
ten or twenty or fifty thousand American boys lie rotting in 
European soil. bee & 


Some Letters That I Have Received 


Fortunately or unfortunately I possess a style of writing 
that stirs people up. My readers are never indifferent. They 
either praise or damn, they either bless or curse. They either 
deify or consign me to the deepest hell. 

The mere post-card announcement that I was going to pub- 
lish a new journal, and then the first copy of A VoicE IN THE 
WiLpErness brought a number of letters, commending and con- 
demning. And the condemnatory letters prove, if any proof 
were necessary, what I have always maintained, that all the 
lowest, the vilest, all the meanest are in favor of the war. That 
some good people are also in favor of it goes without question ; 
but this is net the point. The insulting, abusive, threatening, 
obscene language used by the writers stamp them as the lowest 
of gangsters, the most degenerate of rowdies, even tho some of 
them are professional men and occupy a good social position. 

No pacifist would have used such language personally 
toward the most blood-thirsty militarist. 

Q. E. D. It is again proved that while the pacifist elements 
comprise only the decent elements, the war party consists of 
some decent, and of all the indecent and anti-social, brutal! and 
rowdy elements in the country. 


+> + 
There Are Some Rays of Light In This Darkness 


The drowning man catches at a straw and in this horribly 
bleak darkness we are glad of every little ray of light. And, 
thank the fates, there are some rays. The fact that the 
Socialist party as a whole went on record as opposed to the 
war, and persisted in its attitude in spite of being charged with 
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treason by some contemptible traitors, is a tremendous ray of 
light. The New York Call is another ray. The Masses still 
another. And while I somewhat hesitate to say it, but I believe 
that The New Republic is coming back to its senses and is be- 
ginning to espouse the cause of peace and humanity. In its 
issues of August 4 and August 25 I perceive decided glimmer- 
ings of light. And the People’s Council is another powerful ray 
of light. We needn’t despair utterly. There are some rays of 
light in this horribly bleak darkness. 
o- + 


It Is Foolish to Advise Resistance to the Draft 


I have never believed in forced martyrdom, and I have 
always been scrupulously careful not to say or to do anything 
conducive to martyrdom for others. I have the highest ad- 
miration for those who with a full knowledge of the conse- 
quences are willing to suffer for their convictions, and refuse 
to be drafted. But it is a heavy responsibility to advise people 
to resist the draft. I believe it is wicked to do so. This is a 
thing which everybody must decide for himself—after a due 
consideration of all the circumstances! I should not like to 
carry the responsibility for anybody’s decision in the matter. 
It is not per se immoral to advise resistence; sometimes it is 
highly moral; but sometimes it is as foolish to do so as it is to 
advise a person to beat his head against a stone wall, or to stop 
a moving train with his body. And anything foolish is im- 
moral. In a country like ours it is best and safest to fight with 
Jegal methods. You can always gain your point more surely. 
By adopting illegal methods you simply put your head in the 
noose. You simply invite yourself to be crushed. 

~- + 
Abusing Free Speech 
To the Editor: 

Before our nation enters a war it is perfectly proper to 
discuss the wisdom of going to war, but the discussion is closed 
when Congress acts. After that, no one should be permitted to 
cloak attacks upon his government or aid to the enemy under 
the claim that he is exercising freedom of speech. No sympa- 
thy, therefore, will be wasted upon those who have been arrested 
for unpatriotic utterances. They abuse free speech. And this 
applies to attacks on the Allies as well as to attacks upon the 
United States. We can no more allow our Allies to be crushed 
than we can afford to be crushed ourselves. The defeat of our 
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Allies would throw the whole burden of the war upon us. We 
must stand together and fight it through. There are only two 
sides to a war—every American must be on the side of the 
United States.—W. J. Bryan. 


Comment :—If before our nation enters into war it is per- 
fectly proper to discuss the wisdom of going to war; why, be- 
fore our nation makes peace, isn’t it perfectly proper to discuss 
the wisdom of making peace? Must war, when it comes, be re- 
garded as the only natural, normal, patriotic and unchangeable 
state that must be dumbly watched and acquiesced in until it 
burns itself out? I dunno. It looks as if the only thing per- 
missible is to pile on fuel and fan the flames. Obey the war-lords 
and keep your mouth shut. When once Congress has acted, you 
must not discuss wisdom any more. They have pronounced and 
determined wisdom once for all, finally, forevermore, and there 
is no appeal—they are estopped from ever hearing anything 
more on the subject or ever acting again. So why pound your- 
self to pieces against the final unmoveable, unchanging, eternal 
rock of their decision? You might as well attack or cavil at 
God’s doings—hetter, if you don’t like standing up against a 
wall at sunrise. What said the Prince of Peace? Obsolete— 
Congress has spoken since. Poppycock—stand by the Presi- 
dent. Yes, W. J. Bryan always had more sound than sense 
in him. 

—- + 


From A Mother 


Dear Epiror: 

I want to tell you how much I like Tue Voice iy THE Wit- 
DERNEss. The article about France is the most beautiful thing 
I ever read. I’ve read it over and over and each time it makes 
me cry. I liked the “sobering up” one so much too. There was 
a minister up home who preached a sermon about that this sum- 
mer. I don’t go to church, but some of the others do, and they 
were telling about it. I don’t often get into arguments, but I 
“saw red” then. Id like to make him go and get killed. He 
said we had the war because the people were so wicked. I'd just 
like to ask him what kind of a God it is that would kill the boys 
who have hardly lived to pay for some one else’s wickedness. I 
guess I shocked my family, and I couldn’t say all I wanted to. 
But if I ever talk to that minister I’ll tell him some of the things 
you said. . . . I can’t say things very well, but I guess down 
in my heart I feel just the way you do about it—A MorHer. 


Liberty and Militarism 
Fixe Worps sy ArTHuR PonsonBYy 

Do you want the war to go on because you think we are 
fighting for liberty and justice against militarism and oppres- 
sion? Liberty and justice are not in the gift of any existing 
government. Militarism and oppression are characteristic in 
varying degrees of them all. What has been the effect of our 
attempting to crush German militarism by force of arms? We 
have established militarism at home. We have deprived men 
of their liberty, punished men for their consciences, censored 
opinion and suppressed free speech. Méilitarism can only be 
crushed by the people themselves in a country where a free 
democracy exists. We cannot free the German people by war- 
fare, but we can enslave our own. 

The war for liberty and justice has yet to come. It will 
be the war of united democracy against the stale traditions of 
discredited governments—not a war of people against peoples. 
It will be a war against bad conditions, against poverty, misery 
and ignorance. The real enemy is established inside every coun- 
try. It is the spirit of tyranny, greed, materialism, intolerance, 
and militarism. It is the unfair distribution of wealth, the 
neglect of education, the idolization of riches. The victims of 
that enemy are to be found in slums, in work-houses, in asylums 
and in prisons. Why not make ready to fight that enemy in- 
stead of wasting life and treasure in the slaughtering of men 
who are as anxious as you are to turn their attention to the real 
evils that surround them? The longer you continue this Euro- 
pean conflict, the outcome of diplomatic intrigue and the 
product of the reckless ambition of governments, the longer will 
the real war be delayed. 

Do you want a lasting peace? If so, you must prevent the 
intrigues of diplomacy and the entanglements of secret engage- 
ments, you must avoid a settlement based on a renewed competi- 
tion in armaments, you must nationalize the manufacture of 
armaments, you must control foreign policy thru Parliament, 
you must defeat the attempts to institute an embittering eco- 
nomic war which must make peace impossible, and you must de- 
mand the right of every people with national ideals of its own 
to develop these ideals unhampered and unthreatened. If you 
want to prevent this fearful calamity from happening again 
you must substitute cooperation for rivalry among the nations, 
the harmony of an international council for the conflict of inter- 
national armaments. These great objects might be obtained 
without further bloodshed, not by a frenzied desire for revenge 
and triumph, but by the wise determination of the people to 
insist on the governments stating their terms and opening nege- 
tiations. 


THE OBJECTS OF 
A VOICE IN THE WILDERNESS 


+ + 


Some of the objects of A Voice in the Wilderness 
are: 


1. To make the world safe for democracy. 
2. To make the world unsafe for hypocrisy. 
3. To work for an early and permanent peace. 


4. To protect our rights when unjustly and lawlessiy 
attacked by rowdies and mushroom autocrats. 


5. To work for the repeal of the draft law. 
6. To uphold the rights of the conscientious objector. 


7. To drag to the pillory of public scorn the bureaucrats 
who would crush all democracy, the hypocrites 
who would strangle all liberty. and the “pa- 
triots” who would murder for profit. 


8. To expose the stupidity, the inconsistencies, the false- 
hoods, the dishonesty, the utter conscienceless 
viciousness of our newspapers. 


9. To counteract the industriously spread poison of in- 
ternational hatred, and to plant the seeds of 
human brotherhood, of international solidarity. 


10. And, last, but not least, to remove, if possible, the 
scales from the eyes of our suddenly blind-struck 
ex-radicals, to clear away some of the mud in 
their brains, and to bring them back to a condi- 
tion of sanity and normal vision, so that they 
may not assert that black is white, and white is 
green or blue. 


If I succeed in my task, it will be bery well worth while; 
if I don’t—I shall have tried, at least. 


